THE PEOBLEM OF TEUTH AND EKBOR

still to be validated by others, and may work in
such a way that its own maker withdraws it, and
corrects it by a better. The intellectualist accounts
of truth have all failed to make this vital distinction
between 'truth-claim1 and validated truth. They
rest on a confusion of formal ivitli absolute truth, and
'it is on this account that they cannot distinguish
between *truth" and error. For false judgments
also formally claim 'truth/ No judgment alleges
that it is false.*

On the other hand, if the distinction between
truth-claims and validated truths is made, there
ceases to be any theoretic difficulty about the con-
ception and correction of errors, however difficult it
may be to detect them in practice. ' Truths' will
be 'claims' which have worked well and main-
tained themselves; 'errors,1 such as have been
superseded by better ones. All ' truths" must be
tested by something more objective than their own
self-assertiveness, and this testing by their working
and the consequences to which they lead may go
on indefinitely. In other words, however much a
'truth' has been validated, it is always possible
to test it further. I.e., it is never theoretically
'absolute,' however well it may practically be

* Not even ' I lie,' which is meaningless as it stands,    G/,
Dr. Schiller's Formal Logic^ p. 373.
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